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Status 

1)S Responsive to communicationfs) filed on 29 July 2003 , 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomfial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to application 10/629431 filed on July 29, 2003. Claims 1-30 
are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-30 are objected to because of the following informalities: The term "IMS" 
should be spelled out at least once in the first independent claim (i.e., claim 1 ), as its 
intended meaning is likely to be changed overtime. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 

failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 

Claim recites the limitation "the IMS system server" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 2-10 

Claims are also rejected for being claims depending on rejected base claim 1. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 11-14, 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fortin (US 5528753 A) in view of Baer et al. (US 6035303 A, "Baer"). 

Claim 1 

Fortin teaches a method for intercepting user exit interfaces in programs (see at least 
718, 720, 722,724 FIG.7 & associated text; 212 FIG.3 & associated text), comprising: 
installing a program library at a user computer as the first library in an program library 
concatenation, the program library including an interception routine (see at least 504 
FIG. 5 & associated text; 606 FIG.6A & associated text; target routine, routine library, 
Exit Routine 212 col.4:17-65; instrumentation library 504, exit routines col.5:20-30); 
dynamically loading an interface routine (see at least 506 FIG.5 & associated text; 702, 
704 FIG.7 & associated text; target routine, routine library, exit points. Exit Routine 212 
col.4:17-65); and wherein the interception routine communicates with the interface 
routine to resolve name ambiguity and enable simultaneous use of a single exit (see at 
least 706, 720, 722 FIG.7 & associated text; appropriate common user specific exit 
routines, demultiplexer, single exit routine, available routines col. 5:45-60; col.6: 19-67). 
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Fortin does not expressly disclose said programs as IMS programs and said server as 
IMS server. However, Baer teaches storing routines in a IMS program library (see at 
least 110. 140 FIG.1 & associated text; 210-270 FIG.2 & associated text; information 
management system, digitized data, functions, procedures, distributed objects, library 
server 110, library catalog MO col. 1:10-67) and loading the interface routine at the IMS 
server wherein the interface routine communicates with the other routines in the library 
to resolve name ambiguity and enable simultaneous use of a single exit by plural users 
(see at least API functions, digital library, mapping, table name, column name col. 4:28- 
col.5:40; FIG.3C & associated text;. 130, 131 FIG.1 & associated text). Fortin and Baer 
are analogous art because they are both directed to storing routines in program library 
which is accessible to calling routines at runtime. It would have been obvious to one" of 
ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
teaching of Baer into that of Fortin for the inclusion of IMS programs and IMS server. 
And the motivation for doing so would have been to make access of library objects (i.e., 
common exit routines) available to multiple users as well as allowing the users to store 
and retrieve said objects (see at least Baer distributed objects, information management 
system, digitized data col. 1 : 1 0-3: 1 6). 

Claim 2 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Fortin as modified by Baer further 
teaches passing control from an IMS program at the IMS system server to the interface 
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Claim 3 

The rejection of base claim 2 is incorporated. Fortin as modified by Baer further 
teaches receiving (I.e., passing) control at the interception (i.e., exit) routine from the 
IMS program (see at least col.5:45-60; col.6:19-67). 

Claim 4 

The rejection of base, claim 3 is incorporated. Fortin further teaches establishing the 
interception routine as a user exit routine (see at least target routine, routine library, Exit 
Routine 212 co\AM-65). 

Claim 11 

Claim recites a system version of the method addressed in claim 1, therefore, is 
rejected for the same reasons as cited in claim 1 . 

Claims 12-14, 21-24 

Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in claims 1-4, therefore, are 
rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 1 -4. 

Claims 5-10, 15-20, 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fortin in view of Baer further in view of Chan et al. (US 6460178 81 , "Chan"). 
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Claim 5 

The rejection of base claim 4 is incorporated. Fortin and Baer do not expressly disclose, 
obtaining the name of each library in an IMS program library concatenation at the 
interception routine. However, Chan teaches obtaining the name of each library in a 
program library concatenation at the interception routine (see at least FIG.4A & 
associated text; existing programs, name of library 401, shadow libraries 412, 413 
col. 10: 13-30). Chan and Fortin are analogous art because they are both directed to 
maintaining program library containing routines. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
teaching of Chan into that of Fortin for the inclusion of obtaining the name of each 
library. And the motivation for doing so would have been to enable the addition of new 
libraries by the same names (for the purpose of code instrumentation and optimization) 
without modifying external applications (i.e., programs and code) that rely on said 
libraries (see at least Chan col. 10: 13-55). 

Claims 

The rejection of base claim 5 is incorporated. Chan further teaches dynamically 
allocating each library in the IMS program library concatenation as a separately 
accessible file at the interception routine (see at least FIG.4B & associated text). 



Claims 15-16, 25-26 
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Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in claims 5-6, therefore, are 
rejected for the same reasons as cited In claims 5-6. 

Claim 7 

The rejection of base claim 6 Is incorporated. Fortin further teaches determining of any 
of the libraries includes a load module with the same name as the Interface routine; and 
flagging a first block of a matching load module as a "candidate user-exit." (see at least 
FIG.3 & associated text; FIG.7 & associated text). 

Claim 8 

The rejection of base claim 7 is incorporated. Fortin further teaches comparing a 
"candidate user-exit" load module to a predetermined interception routine "eye-catcher"; 
and treating a non-matching "candidate user-exit" load module as a user exit routine 
(see at least FIG.3 & associated text; FIG.7 & associated text). 

Claims 9-10, 17-20, 27-30 

Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in clalms.1-8, therefore, are 
rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 1 -8. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chrystine Pham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3702. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on 571-272-3695. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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